
Oath~r 22, 1952 

Dear ?r, Dimrtini: 

This brings 3x4 to the ~oirit of this Lettur, your reference 26, 
From the very ba&ning, m I understood it, (see pa k, MB-l?, WB 
has Guen agree4 mt to be a publiaation, md citations should not be 
a&de to ft. 1 wouid not have subiaitted w conuent quotec as rsf. 26 on 
aqy other basis, Before ouch a commnt 2s quo$ed tit length in an un- 
restrfcted publicai;ion, 1 would think that l)bind.ni shot&d have an op- 
portufJity to reply. I fii res+ponse, Dr. Auetrian sub-mitted zv: erratum 
*hLch, at least formaLly, withdrew this rei'erencs. 

I regret that Uro, G"itici.28 (Dr. E. 15. 3itkin, Benetics iispartment, 
C;wneqie IbtibtGAon, CoU iiprbgg Humr, LA., N.'h.) had not already 
sr;ifcb%i a reply frour you for 3% X am surf that QhQ would be pleased 
etiil i;ci hear irom you, and that many of (pv coiLsagues ucm3.d be interested 
to hue a brief aoment from you on further developments in thb work. 

Gay I add that quite iridependeatly of this, we have succeeded in 
conducting ~9trm8formstion8t~ in SalmomLla, involving a variety of msrkera, 
tut irrcludw fermmtative changes. 'he active principle Qa, however, 
not CI iHA extract, but %he *@&&a evoked by certain phages. 1 ahotitd be 
must interested to hear further details on your own work, ~m%lcul.mly 
witi reepect to the question8 raised by ngr comment, and in my sifnKLar 
letter to you of January 4# 1951. Reprints of our s-dies ahoul? be 
available witiA,n a short tinm, and wiii be sent to you. 

%closQd please fixr3 a $%print# a8 you requested. 1 hope that ths 
misunderstanding has not embarrassed you. 

YOWS d.ncer 
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flXutation in the enzymatia equipmeut of &&erinhia goI4 and Proteus Ox: 19 directed 
by de~oxyribonualsic aoid ieolated from baateria of the came and. Gf different species.” 

This paper refers to ntraxwfOrmatiOnsH of 2. & and of Proteus with respeat 
to carbohydrate utilleatfon patterns. Very f 8v &~tails are given, but thfe paper 
leaves the impreosion that ahange~ had been induced in the fermentative patterns 
of the treated aulturefh TM s wae of special interest to the un&er signetI, as f er- 
mentation markers are of ~lome importance fn genetic! recombinatfon &wIies. Dr. 
Mamini ~88 aspscia;lly kbni to discuss some d~taila, axsI to sated some of hi a 
au1ttlras. 

A parallel paper, %utazfo& lndotte dagli acidf aucleinic bztterici,n Bolletino 
‘I[stftuto Sieraterapeutlao Milan, 29r 161472, gives further astails. 2he cultures 
were studied manometrieally, but Fortunately the baoteria were harvested from plain 
agar, ao tit enaptie ad.aptation to the different aarbe~@afe wrbatratee was not 
considered. The experimental Q,Q values therefore refer to the residual %onstitutiven 
activity. Diaaainl refers to the adaptation of control uultureer to BUQFCHQ by growth 
on this substrate, 80 that it i$ not entizely clear how ateble his uhez;cters we in 

the absence of D&A treatment. 

Of the cultures sent by Dianzinb, one was reported to be ex~ iduoed eucror~e- 
oxidl ser. In fmnentatfeB teats it wae indistinguishable from the culture from whiah 
it was stated to have originatsd, and quite different from the aucroee-positive tranbi- 
forming oulture. 

Xt is to be hoped that these studier will be contfmzed, aa they are obviously 
quite important, Bowever, whatever the aharacters are which Dianzini hae transformed-, 
they do not appear to deal with the fermentative markers treed la genetic reoombination 
studies ing. sli.-4. bdewbQr$, Department of Qeaetfca, University of Wisconsin, 
kdi8oR, IJiSaoASiP, 


